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Abstract, reference to use of "resilient latches" and a "slidable retention sleeve" 
and to use of a "fluid filled hose with bellows type portions" should be added. 

Claim 10, line 1 should read - member is - claims 17, 48, should "detent" be - 
indent - the term used in spec. 

Claims 1-5, 7, 8, 9, 18, 23, 24, 38, 39, 49-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as anticipated by or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Fussell. 

Fig. 1 note first module 35, second module 16, coupling member 31, sealed to 36 
at 37 and to ^sealed and locked by seal 26 in groove 45 to form a sealed, locked 
chamber at 41. Term seal means or seal member does not define over sealing region 
at 31 . Should issues arise, recited features deemed obvious variations. 

Claims 1-10, 16-27, 29-32, 38-40, 42, 45-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Herrmann in view of McGeary, Macnamara, Holt and 
Brown. 

Herrman figs. 1, 2 system includes first and second modules 12, 14, coupling 
member 54 with seal 62 but lacks a second seal to form a closed chamber. McGeary 
discloses a similar system with a seal 124 (122) between a contact body and a slidable 
sleeve. Obvious to add such a type seal to Herrmann at 50 or in that vicinity, to enable 
better sealing .While seal 62 adequate should the matter be at issue, also obvious to 
form 14 with an outer shell and extra seal in view of McGeary at 48, 58 (fig. 1) to further 
improve sealing. Claims 1-4, 6-9, 16-18 clearly met by references so combined. For 
claim 5, use of two seals 62 and (124, 122) at each position on Hermann part 12 would 
be obvious way to increase sealing. For claim 10, etc obvious to form sleeve 54 rear 
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portion with detents in view of Holt at 238, 134 and Macnamara at 96, 102, 100 to 
enable the sleeve to remain in=s©ate€^position. 

For claims 19-22, obvious to form basic Hermann system with one or more 
optical contacts instead of electrical in view of Brown and to mount one connector to a 
bulkhead in view of Brown at 22, and McNamara at 32. Claims 23-2Jjaff 29-32, 38-40, 
42, 45-51 all met by Herrmann, as modified above. 

Claim 29, Herrmann with retention members near 36 and seal near 50 would 
meet claim language. 

Claims 1-10, 16-27, 29-32, 38-40, 42, 45-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as anticipated by or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over 
McGeary alone or taken in view of MacNamara, Holt and Brown. 

McGeary, figs. 1, 2 includes modules at 16, 68, coupling member 98, 110, 
locking means 56, 103 and seals 58 and 124 (122) whereby a locked and sealed 
chamber is formed, fig. 5. For claim 5, obvious to use two seals at each single seal 
position. For claims 10, 19-22, 29, etc, obvious to modify McGeary in same manner as 
discussed above in view of Macnamara, Holt and Brown and for claim 24 and to use 
plural contacts in view of Brown and MacNamara. 

Claims 33-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the 
alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over O'Brien alone or in view of 
Herrmann Cramer and Booty. 
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O'Brien system includes connectors 12, 14, cable wires 18 and a fluid filled hose 
10 with fluid surrounding the cable. Should issues arise recited features considered 
obvious variations. 

For claim 37, obvious to use connectors of type shown by Herrmann at 12 for 
easy connection and disconnection. For claims 34, 35, 36 obvious to use corregated 
cover for cable in view of Cramer and Booty, fig. 1 1 . Such cover would inherently be 
collapsible to aid bending. 

Claim 34, reference to "expose ends" do not define structural aspect. 

Claims 35, 36 do not define over use of corregations as in Cramer and Booty-Cramer 

teachings are also seen to be fully applicable to electrical conduits. 

Claims 11-15, 28, 41 , 43, 44 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Neil Abrams at 
telephone number (571)272-2089. 

Abrams/ds 
09/16/04 
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